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Abstract 
Innovative activity in modern conditions promotes the dynamic growth of the national economic system, providing a high level 
of competitiveness. The article analyzes the main factors influencing the development of innovative activity of the old quarter. 
Degree of innovation development of the country often determines the degree of economic growth. Development of small 
innovative enterprises (SIE) in Russia is an actual and important way of ensuring the sustainable growth of the national economy. 
Analysis of foreign experience of innovative institutions development, carried out in this paper, helps to construct the system of  
small innovative enterprises in Russia. It was outlined in the paper that main directions of SIEs development will be linked 
mainly with scientific researches and short-scale production.   
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1. Introduction  
Innovation activity - a set of scientific, technological, organizational, financial and commercial activities aimed 
at commercialization of accumulated knowledge, technologies and equipment. The results of innovation are new or 
additional products / services or the products / services with new properties. 
Innovation activity may be characterized as the creation, development and innovation. Innovative activity can be 
presented in any change in the direction of the product to improve its application properties. Innovation - is the result 
of investing in developing and obtaining new knowledge, not previously apply the idea to update the spheres of 
human life (technology, products, organizational forms of existence of society, such as education, management, 
organization of work, service, science, information, etc.) and the subsequent implementation process (production), 
the fixed give added value (profit, lead, leadership, priority radical improvement, quality excellence, creativity, 
progress). 
Consequently, the main economic objectives of innovation is to improve production efficiency, improve product 
quality, reduce costs through the introduction of various intellectual development. 
Innovation includes the following aspects: innovative products at competitive quality should be at or exceed 
world class products; innovation must have a protective function of the patent. The concept of "innovation" is 
different from the concepts of "invention", "improvement", "change" is the introduction of a factor. A feature of the 
concept of "innovation activity" is the ability to obtain financial compensation for the innovator implementation 
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activities. There are many definitions of conceptual approaches innovation. However, one of the recognized is an 
approach in which innovation is not an innovation until its successful implementation and more value. 
Innovative activity in modern conditions promotes the dynamic growth of the national economic system, 
providing a high level of competitiveness. Degree of innovation development of the country often determines the 
degree of economic growth, in this regard, since the 1980 a number of foreign countries formed the National 
Institutes of innovation. Innovation system through the effective use of intellectual activity can increase the level of 
intensive economic development of the national economy. 
There is a direct correlation level of economic development and the level of innovation activity. By rating the 
International Monetary Fund in 2011 as the developed countries are highlighted: Austria, Belgium, Canada, Czech 
Republic, Finland, France, USA, Germany, Iceland, Ireland, Sweden, Israel, Italy, Japan, South Korea, Luxembourg, 
Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Singapore, Slovenia, Switzerland, United Kingdom. Analyzing index 
IAK (index of innovation activity), representing the total number of injections in innovative activities in various 
sectors of the economy, formed the country charts in terms of innovative activity such as Sweden, USA, Finland, 
Japan, Germany, Norway, South Korea. Accordingly, the analysis revealed that the level of economic development 
and the level of innovation activity correlated. Thus, a country aspiring to high levels of economic development, 
should have a high level of innovation activity. 
Thus, analyzing performance, we can follow the general trend of the level of economic development and 
innovation activities of the country. For example, the index IAK Sweden ranked first, bypassing countries such as 
the United States, Finland, Japan. We have to consider the complex system by which Sweden and other foreign 
countries are in the leading position. 
 
2. Methodology 
 
In the study of innovation activity of the method of comparative analysis. Revealing the basic parameters 
affecting the formation and development of innovative activity countries, involve the use of tools and 
methodological approaches, focused on monitoring of innovative activity in the region. 
Analysis and methodological approaches to the study of innovation activity revealed that the most suitable 
technique is a combination of logic simulation, statistical, mathematical and expert methods of estimation. In order 
to assess the innovative activity of the main factors impact on innovative activity in the region. 
The effectiveness of innovation policy is systemic, and innovation, in turn, depends on several factors. Based on 
economic theory, one can identify the underlying factors that shape the nation's innovation system. First of all, 
human capital, which forms the intellectual results of intellectual activity. This factor is an integral component of 
intellectual capital, which determines the growth of economic indicators. National intellectual capital is inseparable 
from the level of education in the country. The undeniable fact remains: the higher the education level, the higher 
rates of innovation activity, which is clearly traced in a country like Sweden. Sweden in accordance with the index 
of education among the top ten countries, as there is a direct dependence of the index of IAK, ranking the 
International Monetary Fund and the education index. Country United States, Japan, Norway, Germany have the 
same high performance in the above ratings. 
The second factor shaping the nation's innovation system - financial capital, that is, the resources allocated to the 
production turnover. Innovation requires a thorough infusion of financial resources. Investments in intellectual work 
results contribute to the development of economic stability in the long run. The innovative potential of the country is 
formed by the investment opportunities and for the most part it is the state infusions on innovation. 
The third component, according to economic theory, is the economic transparency, which reflects the level of 
corruption in the country. Analyzing the performance, can be found a linear relationship between the level of 
investment flows and the degree of corruption. 
Analyzing the above figures, there is a direct relationship between the level of economic development of the 
country and the level of innovation activity. Thus, the country, supporting innovation, ensure the stable development 
of the economic system. In turn, the innovative component may be improved by increasing the level of education in 
the country, increasing the level of investment in innovation and eliminate corruption component. 
 
     Table 1. Key indicators influencing innovation activity, by country for 2012 
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Countries The level of 
education index 
The level of 
investment in 
innovation in 
relation to GDP 
(%) 
The level of 
corruption 
Perceptions Index 
The level of 
investment 
business in the 
innovation 
Norway 0,989 2,3 9 4,5 
United States 0,967 2,6 7,7 7 
Germany 0,958 2,5 8 6,75 
Israel 0,953 4,6 5,8 7,625 
Sweden 0,955 3,7 9,3 6,375 
Japan 0,947 3,4 8 7,75 
China 0,91 1,4 3,6 7,005 
Russia 0,79 1,4 2,4 2,9 
Singapore 0,733 2,3 9,5 7,3 
Italy 0,811 1,9 3,9 4,4 
England 0,816 2,1 7,8 4,75 
Poland 0,82 1,6 5,5 3,1 
New Zealand 1 3,7 9,5 3,1 
South Korea 0,94 2,9 5,4 7,4 
Portugal 0,74 1,6 4,8 4,8 
 
Innovative field of the Russian Federation in the past ten years has undergone many changes. However, the 
desired results have not been achieved, the country could become one of the technological leaders. Analysing the 
performance of the three main factors (human and financial capital, the level of economic transparency) of the 
Russian Federation is possible to ascertain the plight of the country on the world market innovation. 
On innovation activity Russia lags behind the leader by more than 12 times, giving Greece, Portugal. By level of 
education Russian Federation is at a fairly high level, however, lags behind many countries in this indicator. The 
level of investment in innovation in relation to GDP is well behind the leading countries such as Sweden, Japan, 
Israel. Also a huge problem for Russia is the issue of corruption. The Corruption Perceptions Index is in a critical 
position. 
Thus, the perception of corruption and the low level of investment in innovation environment reduces the effect 
of not weak level of education, thereby leaving the innovative activity of the Russian Federation on the lower 
positions 
 
3.Results 
 
There are several reasons for the ineffectiveness of innovation policy of the Russian Federation and as a result of 
weak innovation activity of the country: 
1. Development of innovative policy of the country is based on free market without the active participation of the 
state in the financing of innovation. Analysis of the innovation policy of developed countries shows the need for 
participation of the state as a major player in the innovation that defines the basic rules and controls in full the 
process. 
2. Elimination of the structures in the management of science. Foreign experience shows US President starting 
with the XX century; there are highly qualified scientists and science advisors. In the USSR, the functions scientists 
adviser to the Academy of Sciences of the USSR, but with counseling which important policy decisions, it is also the 
body is the major initiator of innovative projects. In the Russian Federation, Institute scientist’s advisers absent, as 
there are no real opportunity to assess the state of scientific capital, innovative projects. 
3. The lack of constructive cooperation between public authorities responsible for the development of innovation 
sphere, and scientific sectors.  
4. Regression of entrepreneurial organizations that perform research and development - design development, in 
consequence of that reduction in funding. 
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Thus, in the years 2000-2010. innovation policy of the Russian Federation has shown to be ineffective, failing to 
take advantage of previous achievements, competitive advantages, such as high levels of education, a strong 
development of fundamental science, industry development in the field of aviation and shipbuilding, aerospace and 
defense, nuclear energy. 
In view of these circumstances, the developments in the sphere of innovations in Russia are only one option - is to 
increase the concentration of the means and the use of their own scientific, financial, human capital, creating 
economic transparency, increasing the country's intellectual potential, developing science and financially supporting 
innovative projects. 
 
4. Conclusions 
 
In Russia, we have a situation in which the country is acting as a supplier, not only raw materials, but also 
knowledge, intellectual resources, but not advanced technologies. Attempts to increase business demand for 
innovative products are reduced to expand imports of foreign high-tech innovation. To preserve and enhance 
existing products in the field of knowledge needed policy changes in scientific - research field, as well as the 
modernization of the industrial base. Thus, a clear need to stimulate investments in innovative technologies for 
domestic enterprises. 
Otherwise, the capitalization of development and research will be abroad, in Russia by importing competitive 
products. Venture capital will not be invested in Russia in terms of deterioration of production assets, in addition, 
played a decisive role in the long-term return on investment innovation. 
Modern current situation dictates the need for intensive development of the national economy, through the 
introduction of innovative technologies, maximizing the use of scientific performance. Despite the huge stock of 
raw materials, the ability to use long exhausted extensive factors in increasing the production. 
Modification of the Russian economy in the innovation sector will create the conditions for sustainable long-
term economic growth. One of the components of the innovation development of the economy will be innovative 
business, and as a necessary attribute - the small innovative enterprises.  For the Russian Federation the creation and 
operation of small innovative enterprises are a completely new, while in developed countries, these organizations 
began their successful work from the middle of the last century. Foreign experience of developed countries shows 
the performance of the small innovative enterprises. 
Efficient and effective step in the development of innovative activity in the adoption of the Federal Law of the 
Russian Federation № 217-FZ of 02.08.2009, the, which allows you to budget scientific and educational institutions 
to create their own small innovative enterprises, whose activity is the implementation, practical implementation and 
commercialization the results of scientific activities. At the same time educational and scientific institutions own the 
copyright to these developments, as well as part of the profits and proceeds from the disposal of shares in the share 
capital of companies. These cash provided by higher education institutions are sent to independent management and 
compensation expense authors statutory activities and the legal protection of intellectual property. Also higher 
education institution receives a number of non-financial benefits such as promoting research activities, practical 
orientation of students, improving the image of higher education. Accordingly, small innovative companies act 
between science and business innovation character as a link. 
Analysis of the experience of formation of innovation policy at institutions of higher learning in the United 
States revealed the best practices and emerging trends in the universities and colleges in America. It is necessary to 
take a number of measures based on the analysis of the successful experience of the USA. 
1. Promoting innovation, developed by students and enhancing entrepreneurship. 
Colleges and universities are actively investing in the development of entrepreneurial skills of its students, as 
well as different approaches increase of innovative activity. Universities and Colleges in America attach importance 
not only formal education, have pedagogical value, but also informal learning. Informal methods of study include 
business plan competitions, business clubs, internships in small innovative companies. Gaining popularity among 
university campuses accelerating entrepreneurial initiatives, business dorms, student venture capital funds. Minimal 
effect data informal learning methods bring in the form of formation of students' entrepreneurial skills, the 
maximum - the creation of the largest companies (Twitter, Facebook). The most advanced in promoting innovation, 
developed by students and enhancing entrepreneurship in universities, the following institutions: University of 
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Colorado (program innovation and entrepreneurship), University of Washington (student internship program St. 
Louis), University of Florida (the program «INSPIREation» ). 
2. Promoting innovation and entrepreneurial activity of the faculty. 
Ongoing research faculty and graduate students, include a variety of innovative approaches, however, are not 
embedded in the real economy. In most cases, teachers and graduate students are not always objectively evaluate the 
market and the social importance of research. In order to solve this problem, the universities of America set out to 
develop and promote entrepreneurship among institute faculty team, which in turn will further stimulate the activity 
of students. These changes imply a wide recognition of entrepreneurship among teachers, the integration of the 
teaching staff in the real economy through interaction with the business. Most effective in these changes were the 
following educational institutions: University of Pittsburgh, University of Southern California, University of 
Virginia. 
3. Active support for technology transfer. 
The main challenge for schools is to commercialize scientific developments. The University has created offices 
of technology transfer (Technology Transfer Offices). These offices serve as the central point, where students, 
teachers, entrepreneurs, investors and industry can actively cooperate to commercialization and innovation. These 
offices are focused on the identification of the results of intellectual activity and active implementation in the real 
economy, helping start-up companies to find the best opportunities to build a successful business model. The best 
practices presented in the following universities: University of Utah, University of North Carolina, California 
Institute of Technology. 
It is necessary to take a number of measures based on the analysis of the successful experience of the USA, to 
the establishment and effective functioning of small innovative enterprises. 
1. The use of a wide experience of foreign companies in the commercialization of innovations and work on the 
open market; 
2. Presentation of the preferential tax treatment; 
3. Enhancing motivation activity of venture funds; 
4. Increased interest of the faculty in the creation of small innovative enterprises; 
5. Public funding of intellectual property. 
Small innovative enterprises are an important component of long-term innovative economic development of the 
region. The role of small innovative enterprises in establishing an effective regional innovation system, promote the 
development of scientific and technical potential, promotion of scientific and research activities in the real sector of 
the economy of the region is the development and creation of innovation. The main advantages of the small 
innovative enterprises are fast adaptation and dynamic response to changes in consumer demand and market supply, 
the ability to bring the scientific development of industrial production, less bureaucratic and more loyalty 
organization. You must use the many years of experience creating innovative activity in Western countries, taking 
into account the provision of the strongest high-tech start-up financing of innovative projects, as well as providing 
preferential taxation and risk insurance to foreign investors. 
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